S _payload capabihties, enjoys present advantage. -

L snpport we cculd rale to our poaition. )

m OIS 0 & q‘"= DITR 'r‘ DRy Ms:m'q r=' .o.
% i8S D STRIICH m‘.‘* Y- Sit: .r.@ ;

‘ab\'le vorld reac:_ 4

--mlfe such an aurccnacnt wcu]d bring

ie ;to preVent armmnt of snace thnn 0 ,t ag;rccmant to. e o
Tdisarmarient altor the arms race had been? i:tendcd to outer space. S
‘fagrcemgn along the lines pr opo..cd by the US econld mkn a positive con~

' tributionte the national sccurity in that it would: Jend impotus to the .+ i

. whole disarmiment field, and would help curb tho arms race in en area of
potentinl military sinn*fic‘.nco znd recuce the threet of technological

surprise in an area vhere the Soviet Union, by virtue of its greater

.-

‘3. Since the US has committed itself to examining "uch a proposal,
‘reversal of our position would raise doubts as to the sincerity of US

public statements and disarmament posit:.ons, and perhaps adversely affect
other political interest as well

4L, If ve ‘do not take the initiative in a form, pla.ce, and at an early
time of our own choosing, the Soviets or some other ‘country may advance
a proposal ‘including a bam on reconnaissance, perbaps in the UN General
- Assembly.. This would be distinctly disadvantagcona 4n. term.s of the Lo

"1; v

5. Reconna.issance vehicles would not be included in the ban, and such _ -
further compronise of secrecy of our reconnaissance program as might
rosult from.Soviet claims that inspection for nuclear weapons revealed
presumptive evidence of reconnaissance uculd be largely offset by their
vax‘y acceptance of an agreement V. 1ich did pot ban reconnaissance.

6. The Soviet disarmament propos al itselr provides for a ban on weapons

in orbit and does not include a ban on reconnaissance. Consequently, we

are on good ground for opposing Soviet arjuments ‘for adding reconnaissance .

and for countering their efforts to place on us the blame for failure to -
reach an agreement, if that should be their tactic.

7. Agreement on such a measure would creite a political context in vhich

Soviet hostile countermcasures would be mire politically costly to them,
even though advance rotification might assist hostile countermeasuraa.

TOP S.CE"

ACDA/DOS declassification & release instructions on fi

le
Approved For Release 2000/08/28 : CIA-RDP66R00638R000100140015 2




R

k]
v

\pprove

22 The '.S°V5-ét3ﬁ"“‘_3rﬁi‘t decids it was important en
_-our reconnaissance ‘program sctually fo agrdaito dn Anspocted bad on
* weapons plus reconnaissance usos of outer space. ¢ In such'a case, if
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1y a‘i*;hho oémsibnof doba
saance .datollites, and might try to
fusal : ’A;'lu"do a ban on reconnaiss

qugh to them to stop

- ﬁ,r._;f:@hgﬁsﬁ"reﬁx_scd\tdl_u_ _ ‘
- stand; if we agroed, we would give up the wholo key reconnalssance

- of Jnowledge of the ]

-8grea wa would be virtuglly aloné in defending our
satellite progranm.

3. If the USSR agreed to our proposal for a ban on nuclear weapons

in orbit, excluding reconnaissance » they would loarn much about our

- reconnaissance operations (even though the degree of inspection would

not provide details such as the resolution of the photography) » and
would be aided in physical active and ‘passive countermeasures by
advance notification of launchings, ,

4. Even an inspscted ban on weapons of mass destruction in space would
not provide substantial protection. At most it would provide prompt
knowledge of the launahing of uninspected vehicles of large size suitable
for multi-megaton warheads in°space. It would not give high probability
of emaller warheads, nor would it prevent

./any launchings for which not{fication had mot been given,

- - L N . [ . o - U i
St e e e g L IR S ke . LI : PR .ﬁq-.5 . R * AR A
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5. Finally, previous commitments to e policy which could seriously
affect our security should not be taken as requirement further to comit

-ourgelves. The US should be able to withdraw from its commitment to

negotiate =& separate measure on space weepons without grave damage to

the US disarmament position, if properly handled.

i .
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